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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 



| EXAMINER 






| ART UNIT 


PAPER NUMBER | 






DATE MAILED: 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) y-^^ ,n^<^ > O) pa Sid £ . M c^es) Z / g 



(2) 



Date of Interview 2** 



Type: 0Telephonic QTelevideo Conference IZI Personal (copy is given to CD applicant O applicant's representative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: Yes □ No If yes, brief description: 



Agreement Q was reached 
Claim(s) discussed: lf_ 



. BwaTno 



not reached. 

■it- 



Identification of prior art discussed:. 



Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments: 



-t 



I j ?y d >> t< j v J f ( 



U 



dt . f ^ 



( A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable 
must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments which would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be 
attached.) 

not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview. 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary. A FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office 
action has are ready been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an attachment to another form. 




FORM PTOL-413 (REV. 2-98) 



^RAMBQAFnftTtfUarof i Patent Eit^MhgPrdcechjrei^Section ^§!<& Substance of Interview must Be Made of Record 

£'1 KIT isaW , j \ ^ 
Except as otherwise provided, a complete written statement as to the substarre^oj. any f ace-to-face or telephone interview with regard to an application must be 
roade of record in the application, w hether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 



JL. . 

~ vv- ^"Tc ^^v^\^> ' 

(b) In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the 
interview as warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§1.111 
and 1.135. ( 35 U.S .C. 132) 

§ 1 P Basirte^.to^Jrans^rted. in^writing.. Alii business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance , of 
applicants ortheir attorneys or agen&aTthe Patent and Trademark Office is unnecessary. The-action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively 
on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or 

TnTactioh of tgPalentlffia TraTiimar^Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself incomplete through the failure 
to record the substance of interviews* \ \£b 

It is the responsibility of the appiicant^or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless the examiner indicates 
he or she will do so. It is the exarr^eV^^p61)?i6ilSy to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies which bear directly on the question of 
patentability. ; ■-■ y . YfiA&IMUS W3IVfi3TMs 

Examiners must complete a two-sheet carbon interleaf Interview Summary Form for each interview held after January 1 , 1978 where a matter of substance has 
been discussed during the interview by checking the appropriate boxes and fitting in thablanks mneat hanoVrittenJorm^using 

only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction requirements for which interview rec^raSSonM^^ Patent 
Examining Procedure, pointing out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the tike, or resulting in an examiner's amendment that fully sets forth 
the agreement are excludejj trom the^ter$ie^taecorda . v . is^_>t ^ ^^j^ ■ ^ 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate paper number, placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the "Contents s list^on the file 
wrapper.-ln a-personal interview, the duplicate copy^tthe Fomris-removed and^rvea 

case of a telephonic interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address either with or prior to the next official communication. . . 

^VVVy^ wakiaftiUo olsa 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

-Application Number,of 3 tr^a^p^ *.- 3 n ■ 0i f-s^ :: *-y. i&no? - 3 ?yn&**"0 osbiv'^aTD c-iiiortaehT^' *eqvV 

-Name of applicant 

-Name of examiner r : 

■ — Bateof-interview — ^:&yjav: ^izrc-.&rt cM:.; -i*.*.,^ ■ ;t-d?:>jcnoo nciJ^^noinep-io ^wr^s ;f^to 

-Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

-Name of participant(s)) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) „ ^ . 

-An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted \. 

-An identification of the claims discussed ■. N^s ^ ; -, ft 

-An identification of the specific prior art discussed - Dc ~- - rsvv !n&vx 

-An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature ofthe agreement (may be by attachment of a copy 
of amendments or claims agreed as being allo wable). (Agreements as to allo wability are tejitativfcarS dojbojcas^t jMtther action byJhe^exarjHjr^ tQjthe.aiO 
contrary.)' " ~ ""*"' ' ' - < - - -■"*••*■' 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview 
— Names of other Patent and-Trademark-Office-personnei present, — : - • . ^bfta^viqToo^n ^rmr^-ai 

The Form also contains a statement reminding the appl icant of h is responsibility to record the substance of the interview. 

It is desireabte that the examiner orally remind the applicant of. his obligation to record the substance of the interview In each case unless both applicant and 
examiner-agree that- the examiner-will^ecor9 f slame) VVftereVthe examiner^agree^s to r re^n^tHe ; sutsta^~l)1 We ihterviewT^rVrfe^^ recdfdecl or? the 

Form or Jn an attachmenUo the Forniithe examiner should check a box at the bottom of the Form informing the applicant that he need not supplementthe_Form by 
s^t^%^aa^te>recbcdof t h e^bsjari^trf 'Vvv^r^V^^^ W^^^i^ ^V\^tya^- ^ \ 

It snSaid benoteo\ however, that tfieMntWyiew SumrrldrViForm witl not normally t^sonstclered a cor^lete and proper recordation of the interview, unless it includes, 
or JsJ&^emefted^tw^ &l$f&e JiwJi^ below concerning ^fte^bstanc^f ^ 

H^ cjrnpigte and proper rec^^io^^r^^ubs^nce^ c^a^^ir^r^ej^hou^^j^u^ following a^JicaWe^tejmsc x ^ ( y ^ \_ 

1) A brief descriptfen of the nature of any exhibt^r^wn or~ar^^ ~ ? ~- 7*~ *~ # * 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, * \ c\ \ * ° j ^<<V \ \ , V ; ^ wC* 
,3).an.identificatiQn.pf-Specific prioLart-discussed,„ . > rr^^^^^il__^^^ ^xO.. _ 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the Interview Summary 

Jfe[m«^^^V^examine^ 0W , 56 10 n'-nsxa S'f / vi<1*v .sios-'i^ ^ -?ire^bnof!ts to vroo « bnfi .y.S!?3^:-s ; i -o iop^zz A : 

5) ,a bretio^^catipn^f .thag^neral.thrust of tepnrrcipal^arguments.^res^ examiner. £he identification^^ not bejlengttiy .or 
elaferate!^erfetjrri or highly detailed description of the arguments')! n61 require'd! The kfenb r ficatlon > of tfie arguments'is sufficient if tne'geheraJ'nature . 4 
or thrust of the principal arguments made to the examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to' r 
emphasize and fully describe those arguments which .he feelsjwere.or might be persuasive tp„the examiner, ,- t r^v, - ^ - - ™ - "NT- 

. 6) a general indication of any other pertinent maffirs'as&sSed/and'' l3CVsl : ' uv/%s - ' ■ , ^* 3 "*^ 6 o ,nso ^ .or <i ,:*'.t>9f i .* ^ 

7) if appropriate, the.genejal results or outcnme-of ihe.interview.uniess.already_described in the Interview Summajrv Form completedJ>y the examiner. ^ , 

Examine^Sf^ex^§e^Jo_cTrefu^ sut>starice of'aninterview. l^tnVrecdrd is hot complete o^accurate 4 , tiw Examiner wilPgive the 

applicant oftemoVithlr^'ml^Te-ol*^ CFR^l . f 35(c) - Kntos 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

Applicant's summary of what took place at the interview should be carefully checked to j detejn^ne tbe^ccuracY^of* an/ argument orjstatement^ttributed ^p,^ 
examiner during the interview. If there is an inaccuracy and it bears directly on the question of patentability, it should be\polnted out in the next Office^lette^r.K the 
claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth his or her version qf the statement attribute©; to him.Jlf tf^e N ^cord is 
complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication "Interview record OK" on the paper recording the substance of thainterview^Jong with the-dateiand 
the examiner's initials. ^ J ' ^ ^ \ 



